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simply reiterating what is the agree-
ment reached among all the parties.

Second, in distributing the tax bene-
fits, the tax cuts, we want to say to the
tax writers, as the other body has said
in its resolution, be fair to hard-
working Americans, see to it that they
get at least a significant part of the
tax benefit bill that we are about to
write. Those are the two fundamental
things that we stress here today. We do
not see how anybody in this House,
Democrat or Republican, could differ
or disagree with it. We hope that ev-
erybody, seeing the merit of this mo-
tion to instruct, will join in supporting
it.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. KASICH. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleasantly sur-
prised that this motion does not call
for a tax increase. I have not had a
chance to see it. I am now looking at
it. I tried to figure out a reason as to
why, and I was not hoping to find
something that I thought would blow
up the agreement, but I wanted to
carefully analyze it to make sure that
it does not.

In regard to the first part of this,
which is that the 10-year net tax cut be
limited to $250 billion, the answer on
that is that that is part of the agree-
ment and we are all in agreement that
the net tax cut over 10 years, as called
for under this agreement, is $250 bil-
lion.

Let us not make any mistake about
it. Come the year 2000, if we elect a Re-
publican President, I think we are
probably going to see more tax cuts,
but all things staying normal here, we
are going to have a compliance to the
fact that we are going to have $250 bil-
lion worth of tax cuts.

The other provision in here is the
fact that the substantial portion of the
tax cuts will go to people under
$100,000. That is clearly our intent. In
fact, the biggest item in our package is
a family tax credit.

Frankly, I do not think this is really
a very meaningful motion to instruct,
although I say to the authors of it,
they have put it together, we will have
a vote on it, and it will pass. Let me
just suggest that I do not see any lan-
guage in here that would call for re-
pealing any tax cuts or anything else.
Essentially this means that the bulk of
the benefits will go to middle-income
America, which we agree with, and sec-
ond that in fact the net tax cut will be
$250 billion.

With that, Mr. Speaker, as far as I
am concerned, we can all support this
motion to instruct.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I thought the gentleman was calling
for a vote by acclamation to endorse
this resolution. I did not hear him say
anything that disagreed with the mo-
tion to instruct conferees. Is that the
gentleman’s request?

I would like to ask the gentleman, do
I correctly understand what the gen-
tleman just said, that he supports this
particular motion to instruct con-
ferees, then?

Mr. KASICH. If the gentleman will
yield, I have no objection to doing
what we intend to do.

Mr. SPRATT. So the gentleman sup-
ports the motion to instruct conferees?

Mr. KASICH. I support the idea that
we are going to live up to our agree-
ment on $250 billion in net tax cuts,
and would agree with the gentleman
that our plan is going to give the bulk
of the resources to middle-income,
hardworking Americans. We favor that.

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time, and I
move the previous question on the mo-
tion to instruct.

The previous question was ordered.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The

question is on the motion to instruct
offered by the gentleman from South
Carolina [Mr. SPRATT].

The motion was agreed to.
A motion to reconsider was laid on

the table.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without

objection, the Chair appoints the fol-
lowing conferees: Messrs: KASICH, HOB-
SON, and SPRATT.

There was no objection.
f

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT

Sundry messages in writing from the
President of the United States were
communicated to the House by Mr.
Sherman Williams, one of his secretar-
ies.
f

PASS A CLEAN SUPPLEMENTAL
APPROPRIATION

(Mr. OBEY asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I have intro-
duced tonight H.R. 1755, a clean supple-
mental which contains the items
agreed to by the conference committee
to this point on the emergency flood
relief supplemental, but which strips
the proposal from the unrelated par-
tisan riders which have been insisted
on by the Republican leadership of
both houses.

I had intended to try to offer a mo-
tion this evening to take that bill up
today but the majority leadership did
not want it cleared. I would simply say
that if the leadership insists on putting
nonrelated items into the supple-
mental, it is clear that the President
will veto that legislation and we will
be here next week doing what we ought
to do this week, which is to pass a
straight, clean supplemental appro-
priation bill meeting the needs of the
flood victims in the various States in
this country.

I would hope that by tomorrow, the
House leadership and the Senate lead-
ership would either have changed its
mind about insisting on those unre-
lated riders, or else if they have not, I

hope that they will at some point to-
morrow allow the motion which would
allow us to bring before the House a
stripped-down version of the supple-
mental so that we do not, in fact, need-
lessly tie up this legislation for an-
other week. If we do not do this this
week, we will certainly be here next
week doing next week what we ought
to be doing this week, and it makes no
sense at all.
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We ought to simply see an end to the
partisan games, and we ought to move
this bill in the stripped-down version
on its way to the White House.
f

REPORT CONCERNING EXTENSION
OF WAIVER AUTHORITY FOR AL-
BANIA, BELARUS, KAZAKSTAN,
KYRGYZSTAN, TAJIKISTAN,
TURKMENISTAN, AND
UZBEKISTAN—MESSAGE FROM
THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 105–91)

The SPEAKER pro tempore. (Mr.
BONILLA) laid before the House the fol-
lowing message from the President of
the United States; which was read and,
together with the accompanying pa-
pers, without objection, referred to the
Committee on Ways and Means and or-
dered to be printed:

To the Congress of the United States:
I hereby transmit the document re-

ferred to in subsection 402(d)(1) of the
Trade Act of 1974, as amended (the
‘‘Act’’), with respect to a further 12-
month extension of authority to waive
subsections (a) and (b) of section 402 of
the Act. This document constitutes my
recommendation to continue in effect
this waiver authority for a further 12-
month period, and includes my reasons
for determining that continuation of
the waiver authority and waivers cur-
rently in effect for Albania, Belarus,
Kazakstan, Kyrgyzstan, Tajikistan,
Turkmenistan, and Uzbekistan will
substantially promote the objectives of
section 402 of the Act. I have submitted
a separate report with respect to the
People’s Republic of China.

WILLIAM J. CLINTON.
THE WHITE HOUSE, June 3, 1997.
f

REPORT CONCERNING EMIGRATION
LAWS AND POLICIES OF ARME-
NIA, AZERBAIJAN, GEORGIA,
MOLDOVA, AND UKRAINE (H.
DOC. NO. 105–92)

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message
from the President of the United
States; which was read and, together
with the accompanying papers, without
objection, referred to the Committee
on Ways and Means and ordered to be
printed:

To the Congress of the United States:
I hereby transmit a report concern-

ing emigration laws and policies of Ar-
menia, Azerbaijan, Georgia, Moldova,
and Ukraine as required by subsections
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